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ener mee who tacit- pple et rven!: ty may terton ow ny 
MISCELLANEOUS. ly espouse our doctrine as in accordance to receive blessingfrom the Lord and right- 
with reason and the word and the works of eousness from the God of our salvation.” 
The following Jetter is published in com-| Ged, yet do still linger in the back ground, | That they may be enabled té bless the as- 
pliance with the unanimous request ofthe | H6t coming up to the help of the Lord, be-| sembly with the celestial food of the gospel 
council of the Genessee Association, at its| img actuated we fear, some froma sottish | of the ever blessed God.” ee 
rence to a and some ‘the | 


last sitting. It speaks for itself. The 
Association experienced in an eminent 
degree the kindness therein expressed 
and will long remember the happy occa- 


sion. 

To the Genessee Association of Believers in 
Jehovah’s unchangeable, impartial and eternal 
love to all his rational ofiprag : The first 
Universal Society of Lima, express respectful 
salutations of love and peace. 

Dearty Betovep BreTuRen :-— 

May our hearts as one respond in holy 
gratitude to our beneficent and induleent 
Parest, that he has in mercy permitted us 
once more in the course of his providential 
dispensations to assemble as a deliberative 
body, with a view to consult, devise and act, 
on such solemn and important matters as re- | 
late to the best interest of Zion: and like-| 
wise to meet his people in public assemblage | 
ostensibly, to exhibit to them the great good, | 





glorious and jconsoling doctrines of that | 


covenant which is ordered in all things and) 
sure.” We welcome you into our. habita-| 
tions and to our families : we embrace you | 
in our hearts, with sensations of love and! 
affection ; and, we entertain the hope that | 
duning your stay with us, you will be made | 
to experience, “‘ How good and how pleas- 
ant it is for brethren to dwell together in 
unity,” 

In course of the past year this society 
has been, we trust, progressing in numbers 
and respectability, attended with a becoming 
tho’ too languid zeal inthe cause of truth ; 
and, we hope also in brotherly love. Preach- 
ing has been supported half the time, and 
our assemblies have evinced that serious 
attention which ought ever to attend the 
worship of Almighty God.—Although all are 
convinced of the need of a suitable house 
for social public worship, yet we are sorry 
to add that no decisive steps have been taken 
to accomplish so desirable an object. [t is 





also a matter of unfeigned regret, (at least 


from that slavish fear “‘ which hath terment,” 
the germs of a superstitious education ; both 
being far from ssing that honest, up- 

ight tadbpondiiat spirit which fired the 
ptumitive christians who “ through faith sub- 
dued kingdoms, wrought be oon ob- 
tained promises, out of w: were made 
strong, thereby obtaining a good report 
through faith.” 

Tn referenee to persecution, dear brethren, 
we have no greater share than our heaven- 
ly Father has seen fit to carve out for our 
oa True we see the monster’s hydra 
i , te getpoatine- fidiags ; we lear its 
bissing front, and its affected whines, but 
still ‘we fedr no evil ; we stand invulnerable ; 
well knowing the fact, thiat Dagon has fall- 
en upon his face on the gtound, before the 
ark of the’ Lord; his head and both the 
palms of his hands are cut off upon the 
threshhold, so that only his stump is left to 
him. 

Beloved brethren,—In your present sess- 
jon we commend you to God, and to the 


| word of his grace, praying that your “ bow 


may abide in strength, and your arms be 
inade strong by the hands of the mighty God 
of Jacob.” In council may you abundantly 
artake of the loving kindness of the Lord. 
We trust that you have adeep and abiding 
sense of your high responsibility as rational 
beings ; that you will constantly keep in full 
view a retrospect of anti-christian dynasties, 
with their appalling effects as the natural 
result of ecclesiastical domination ; all which 
manifest the heart rending truth that power 
undefined in the hands of peaceable creat- 
ures is a’ dangerous weapon ; hence we can- 
not but hope you will make a bold effort 
against every invasion or our syster of faith 
and government ; that you will erect effic- 
ient ramparts around the sacred deposit, so 
complete, as to protect it from all hafm; 
“ maintaining the unity of the spirit in the 
bonds of peace.” 
In your public exercises may your minds 





e the frucray: 
feeding them with and under- 
standing, so thatthe seed thus sown shall 


bring forth thirty, sixty, and an hundred fold, 
God, and to the spiritual ben- 
efit of all the hearers ; thus experi 

those aspirations of-soul, those foretastes 
those rapturous e'actilations, which caused 
the inspired Psalmist to exclaim “lift up 
your heads O ye gates, be ye lifted up, ye 
everlasting doors, emd the King of glory 
shall come in.” : 


et mana of the a ;—It is a 
nce nw) the ae bige 
op BeBe an fifteen centuries the hu- 


man family have been made to witnéds and 
feel the torture and degradation of that true 
gospel system, which bringeth glad tidi 

of great joy, whieh shallbe to ALL PEO- 
PLE.” A degradation issuing from an un- 
ion of ecclesiastical and civil powers ; a un- 
ion nursed in the lap of an intriguing priest- 
hood, aided by the civil sword, result- 
ing in imprisonment, in racks, in groans, in 
blood and death. Thus has it been permit- 
ted, by our heavenly Father in infinite good- 


ness. Clouds and darkness are indeed round - - 


about him relative to many of his dispensa- 
tions, more especially as tothe means he ad- 
opts in accomplishing the purpose of hismoral 
government ; but blessed be his name, “ jus- 
tice and judgment are always the habitation 
of his throne.” “The wrath of man shall 
praise-him, and the remainder he will re- 
strait.” Truth is great and will eventually 
prevail. Light is fast causing darkness ta 
recede. Look back but a few. short years 
and behold the tumult which has been made 
with Babel creeds, dogmas and anathemas ; 
for, their “ Gods have been taken away and 
what have they more.” The chains of un- 
belief, rivited by tradition and a bigoted ed- 
ucation are of an adamantine nature ; and 
although it is the sole prerogative of Almigh, 
ty power to serve them ; yet, we all have 
our respective duties to do: hence, let us 
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exercise gospel charity towards our adver- | heard a voice—the hair of my flesh stood. up 
saries, since we have one Father, being: all; —a § 


brethren and kinsman according to the flesh. 
Soon we hope to meet them in realms of bliss. 


Let our daily walk manifest to the world 
that we are in deed and in truth the disci- —_—_ 
ples of the meek and lowly Jesus, and though | 


satan may rage and be in wrath because he 
knows his time is short, let us, as the solace 
of our souls, hold fast tothe divine promises 
(they being yea and amen) and all will be 
well. “The Lord Omnipotent reigneth, 
let the earth rejoice.” “And I heard a 
great voice out of heavea-saying, behold the 
tabernacle of God is with men, and he will 
dwell with-them, and they shall be his peo- 
ple, and God himself shall be with them and 
be their God.” “ All flesh shall come to 
worship before me, saith the Lord.” In fine, 
particularly to our ministerial Brethren ; 
may you have an abiding sense of your or- 
dination vows ; ever let those solemn pledg- 
es stand as a merhento’of resolutions which 
we hope you lotig since adopted in accord- 
ance withthe Prophet. ‘“ For Zion’s sake, 
will we not hold our peace, and for Jerusa- 
lem’s sake, we will not rest until the right- 
eousness thereof go forth as brightness, and 
the salvation thereof as a lamp that burneth.” 
Signed by order and in behalf of the Society, 

E.HUNTINGTON, Clerk. 

Dated Bloomfield, Sept. 27th, 1826. 





SUBLIMITY OF THE SCRIPTURES. 
BY PAUL ALLEN. . i al 
The holy seri ' —_ en att 
ed to se fotnichine made for the beautiful 
and sublime as they ought to be. We hear 
of beautifal and sublime passages from Ho- 
mer and from Virgil, while the real fountains 
of both beauty and sublimity have been 
neglected. Let us try this point by an ex- 
ample derived from the pages of Virgil. 
Virgil is now describing the ghost of Hector, 
who eppears to Eneas to inform him that 
Troy is in a state of conflagration ; we will 
take Dryden’s version @f the passage, that 
does no injustice tothe original. 
“Twas now the dead of nigh sleep repairs 
Our bodies worn with toils, ofr minds with cares, 
When Hecter’s ghost before my sight appears, 
Shrouded in blood he was, and bathed in tears— 
Swolen were his limbs as when the thongs were thrust 
‘Through the deep holes, his body black with dust. 
Such as he was when by Pelides slain, 
Thessalian courses drew him o’er the plain.” 
There the ghost of Hector appears pre- 
cisely in the situation in which the dead body 
of that hero was when his “ankle joints were 
bored and his corpse dragged three times 
round the walls of Troy by Achilles. His 
“body is black with dust—bloody, and his 
peor swollen by -. laceration made in his 
ankle joints—it is a di i icture. 
Let us take an Gaels te dab. “Tn 
visions of the night, when deep sleep falleth 
on man, fear came upon me that ifade all my 





ee 
There are some sentiments which are be- 


passed before mine eyes, but I could | lieved by a portion of those who profess the 
not discover the form thereof.” "Fhe sublimi-| faith of Universal salvation, which we shall 
ty of this e puts toshame the quota- | not attempt to defend, for this simple reason, 


tion from Virgil—it resides in its obscurity. we are not convinced that they are taught in 


— =w=w"8_8_8e«_Eee the Bible ; and we'feel no ambition of ap- 
PROVIDENCE, pearing “wise above what is written :”— 
| aa D © 1926 or example—The doctrine of the trinity, 

ATURDAY, VECEMBER <<, 182 _ | or three persons in one God—The doctrine 
of materislism, so called—The doctrine of 
humaniiarianism, or that Christ had no exis- 
tence until the days of his flesh—And lastly, 











** Earnestly contend for the faith.” 





| ADDRESS 
| TQ THE PATRONS OF THE TELESCOPE AND | neSs of all men at death. 
MISCELLANY. _| _ We shall not, however, reject communica- 
Respected Friends and Brethren, © ™ tions which advocate either of the above 
After an absence from the editorial duties sentiments: Nor shall we hold ourselves 
of this paper, for several months, I have accountable for them in any manner, except 
‘consented again to appear before the pub-' what relates to the decency and respect with 
ilick as its editor; not, however, without which they treat their opponents. When 
some reluctance, well knowing by former ex- these are wanting, the communication will 
perience the responsibility which I assume | be rejected. 
in so doing. Temperate discussions upon any contro- 
There are difficulties attendant on the con- | verted doctrines which are maintained by 
ducting of such journals, which cannot be | professors of christianity, will find a welcome 
anticipated without experience. The great reception in the columns of the Telescope 
variety of readers, into whose hands it will and Miscellany. 
be likely to fall, have nearly an equal varie-' The plan, thus marked out, will be stead- 
ty of taste, in the choice of language and the ily pursued by the editor ; nor will any rea- 
character of the subjects which are to occu- | sonable exertions be omitted to render the 
py its columns : Hence it will be impossible, ' future numbers of the paper useful, pleasing 
at all times, to instruct, gratify and benefit and edifying to its numerous readers. 
all our readers with each and everycommu-| The frequent favours of distant corres- 
nication which we may deem it expedient to, pondents, as well as those in town and its 
insert. It shall, however, be the aim ofthe | immediate vicinity, are earnestly requested, 
a 





editor {o act as impartially as possible and will be gratefully acknowledged. . 

ards those who may wish to diseuss, Relying on the protection of divine Good- 
friendly manner, and in respectful language, | hess, and looking to the wisdom of God for 
any poipts of difference that may exist be-/| direction in the discharge of his duties ; the 
tween them: Reserving to himself, at the' editor tenders his future services to his 
same time, and in all cases, the right of; Brethren and the publick, with an humble 
placing his veto upon every thing which is | hope of their being rendered ‘useful'to the 


,the doctrine which teaches the equal happi- 





takes of the character of slander. 
The sentiments which we feel bound to 
advocate, from a full conviction of their 
truth, are briefly the following : 
The existence of one God, infinite, self- 
existent, omnipotent, omniscient, omnipres- 
ent, eternal and unchangeable ; in the di- 
vine administration of whose government is 
combined the perfection of justice, wisdom 
and love—The manifestation of these per- 
fections in Jesus Christ, who is.the ony 
BEGOTTEN Son or Gop, full of grace and 
truth, commissioned from the court of Hea- 
ven to be the Redeemer and complete Sa- 
viour of the world—That He is commis- 
sioned of God to be “the Judge of quick 
and dead,” to administer an impartial re- 
ward to every man according to his works, 
to subdue and reconcile the whole family of 
mah to God. These are the prominent fea- 
tures of the leading sentiments which we 
shall feel it our duty to advance and defend. 
The slander and detraction of our enemies, 
coming in the form, and known character of 


presented for our columns, provided it par-' cause of truth and ha 


ppiness. 


DAVID PICKERING. 





FOR THE TELESCOPE ast MISCELLANY. 

A candid examination of facts, relating to the 

controversy, between the epitor of the 

Curistian InTELLicencer, and the late 

EviTors of the Tex. anp Mis. 
Mr. Epiror, 
_ According to promise in the last number 
of the Tel. & Mis. and with your permis- 
sion, I now proceed to examine the grounds 
of the existing controversy, between the for- 
mer Editors of this paper, and the Editor of 
the Christian Intelligencer. That the true 
state of the case may be fairly before the 
public, I shall, on the part of the Editors, 
collect and collate the principal expressions 
used on both sides, which are deemed offen- 
sive by either party, and attempt to show, 
candidly and fairly, that we have been justifi- 
ed in the course we have pursued, in relation 
to that Editor, and his correspondent Theo- 
philanthrophist. But before proceeding, we 





low and contemptible scurrility, will be treat- 





bones to shake—there was silence, and I 


ed with total neglect. 


may be allowed to say, and we declare it in 
the fear of God, that we never have felt the — 
least animosity towards our brother Editor, 
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but have always regarded him as a friend ; 
and we solemnly assure him, that if any lan- 
guage has escaped us which he may deem 
harsh or unkind, it proceeded not from any 
ill will towards him. We believed at first, 
that he had acted imprudently in this affair, 
and we still believe, that had he used one 
half his usual-candour in relation to it, this 
contention might have been ere this settléd 
to our mutual satisfaction. 3 
This controversy originated, in the admis- 
sion into the Intelligencer, of an article. en- 
titled InsprraTIoN, written over the signa- 
ture of TxeornitanTuropist. With this 
article or articles, (for the communication 
was published in Nos.) we have no concern, 
farther than to say, they were the original 
cause of the present contention. An es- 
teemed friend, considering the first number 
of Theophilanthropist’s communication (the 
only one then published) a direct attack up- 
on the vital principles of the christian reli- 
gion, and as calculated to spread Deistic- 
al sentiments among our brethren; and 
seeing these sentiments advocated in a 
professed Universalist periodical, without 
notice or comment ; and feeling himself 
bound to notice them, to prevent their spread 
among Universalists, in a kind and concilia- 
ting manner, addressed a letter to the Edi- 
tor of the Intelligencer, in which he faith- 
fully pointed out the fallacy of Theophilan- 
thropist’s reasoning, and hinted, in modest 
terms, that there was an impropriety in ad- 
mitting such articles into our publications, 
see fel. & Mis. No. 4, Sept. As 
those articles were written under an assumed 
name, the writer addressed his letter in. the 


+ 


_ same manner, over the signature, “4 Be- 


liever in Divine Revelation.”” Here com- 
menced the difficulty, for howeyer pure may 
have been the intentions of “A Believer,” 
his letter appears not to have been satisfac- 
tory to the Editor of the Intelligencer, who 
in return, addressed a letter to ‘‘ A Believer,” 
which he requested might be inserted in the 
Tel. & Mis. But the Editors after a care- 
ful perusal of its contents, agreed in opinion 
with the Publisher, and with “ A Believer,” 
to whom the letter was shown, that it would 
be improper to publish it; as it contained a 
considerable degree of acrimony, much cen- 
sorious language, and appeared to have been 
written in a hasty and inconsiderate manner. 
It was therefore proposed and agreed, that 
the substance of the note, which may be 
found on our 7th page 5th No. should be 
published in reply; by which the Editors 
endeavoured to excuse the matter, in a way 
culculated not to offend the Editor of the 
Intelligencer, or to excite any undue suspi- 
cion, relative to the nature of his rejected 
reply to “ A Believer.” The terms of this 
note were respectful, and nothing was said 
in it which could lead any one to suspect, 
that the nature of his reply was either offen- 
sive to us, or unworthy of him. Any per- 
son who will take the trouble to read the 
note referred to, [see No. 5, page 39,} we are 


confident cannot’ fail of being convinced of 
this fact. Yet Mr, Streeter, in reply to this 
note, intimates that our desire was to injure 
him, and tells his readers our conduct re- 
minds him of the story of a Quaker and his 
dog, who refrained trom killing him from 
principle, but says, Tray, I will give thee a 
bad name ; and running into the street, be- 
ganto cry mad dog ! mad dog ! which soon 
ended in poor Tray’s death. The reader 
will readily see the application of this story, 
but upon what Mr. Streeter founds his charge 
of our intending to injure him, by rejecting 
his communication and inserting that note, 
we are totally at a loss to conceive. That 
we are innocent of any such intention we 
invoke heaven to witness; if we know our 
own thoughts we intended no injury, but 
acted from the purest motives to one, whom 
we had always considered a friend, and 
whom we highly esteemed as a brother. 
The mere rejection of an article, we feel as- 
sured the Mr. S. himself will not call an in- 
jury to a correspondent, however worthy of 
insertion it may be, so that in opinion of an 
Editor, it should not be inserted; for how is 
an Editor to act, if not upon his own opin- 
ion? If we have therefare erred, we have 
erred in judgement, and not in intention, 
That the rejected article was in the opinion 
of Mr. S. of a character which ought not to 
have been inserted, and that he is conscious 
that we acted right in rejecting it, we have 
ood reason to infer, from the fact, that 
h told that it should be ipserted if he 
desired it, he has not since requested ft. Let 
it be here recollected, that we had, not, up 
to this time, used any offensive expressions, 
towards him, nor does he complain of sany, 
but blames us for rejecting his communica- 
tion; neither were we the first to attack him, 
as that note was all we had said upon the 
subject, and which we do not believe any 
man, capable of using his reasoning facul- 
ties, could ever construe into an attack. 
But the attack was made by him, in the arti- 
cle in which he charges us with an intention 
of injuring him, and in the communication 
which was rejected, which preceded that note 
itself. We wish the reader to be particular 
upon this point, as Mr. Streeter afterwards, 
charged us with attacking him first, as will 
be seen by our future remarks. Some ex- 
pressions were used in his remarks at this 
time, which it may be well to notice, not 
thatwe were, or would be justified, in using 
harsh language, because he did, but to show 
that he was in fact the aggressor in so doing. 
Lest we should too far intrude upon the 
generosity of the Editor, the further con- 
sideration of this subject will be reserved for 
the next No, OrIGEN. 


FOR THE TELESCOPE AND MISCELLANY. 


No. 1— The doctrine of the Trinity scripturally 
di ed 


“¢ But he, (Stephen,) being full of the Ho- 
ly Ghost, looked up steadfastly into heaven, 





and saw the glory of God, and Jesus stand- 





ing on the right hand of God. And said, — 
behold, I see heaven opened, and the Son 
of man standing on the right hand of God.” 
Acts vii. 55, 56. 

We have read, extensively, many able au- 
thors, both in favor and — the trinity ; 
those which seemed to demand the most 
merit and regard—but such a di ical 
doctrine, from the most candid investigations, 
never has, as yet, convinced us of its truth. 
It is called, by its advocates, a mystery— 
and they pronounce it to be true, and con- 
tend all are in ound to believe. it— 
though utterly inexplicable. The plain mat- 
ter of fact is, the trinity would be quite in- 
telligible enough, if it ever had been reveal- 
ed in the divine oracles of God. But it - 
never was revealed, therefore, because it 
cannot be explained from the Bible, it is de- 
nominated a Are we to believe 
such an article of faith, which is incompre- 
hensible in its own nature, and alledge it is 
plainly revealed in the Bible, and yet not to 
be found in it? There is no one, we pre- 
sume, who is so orthodox a trinitarian, that 
can point to the testimony of inspiration and 
affirm, absolutely and unequivocally, that it 
is scripturally true. If this could be done, 
it would have been before now. Every ar- 
ticle of religious belief must be mysterious, 
if revelation. be silent upon it. We have 
searched from the commencement to the 
conclusion of the Bible, and we find i not. 
The doctrine of the drinity being enveloped 
pe unaccountablé-mysicry, has been the 

ans of making ‘many proselytes to the | 
same. For those who are fond of popular 
and clerical power, are aware that much is 
gained among the ‘crédulous and ignorant, 
of holding up-to their view some mysterious 
dogma in point of doctrine, in order to prove 
from this circumstance, that they are wiser 
and know more about sacred and heavenly 
subjects than others do. In this case, it is 
a matter of mere policy, rather than truth. 
The acquaintance we have had with a great 
number of believers in the trinity, convinces 
us of the justness ofthe above remarks, and 
also that the majotity of such give their as- 
sent to it, with little or no examination. 
But, however, there is one thing which: is 
very singular on this subject, that is, those 
who have paid the least attention to it, in re~ 
gard to its being understood and fairly prov- 
ed, can elucidate it as satisfactorily as those 
who pretend and are considered to be fully 
skilled in this department of metaphysical 
science—for it cannot be explained, it is 
acknowledged, either by the learned or the 
ignorant. As the learned orthodox like the 
belief of a mysterious god-head, so ma- 
ny of the ignorant delight in mysterious 
things of this nature—for there is something 
quite convincing, yes, convincing to a finite 
understanding in whatever may relate to the 
mysterious wouders of creation. We have 
as good reason and as authority to 
make every mystery an article of faith, as we 
have for the truth of the érinity. For any 
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thing that cannot be illustrated is a mystery, | our sins, sat down on the right hand of-the | of the professors at the. Andover Institution 


and any mystery may become a fair ror gag 
of belief in one case as well as another. 


‘Mighty on high.” Heb. 1. 3.— Now of! and at other theological, orthodox seminaries 
the things which we have spoken, this is the | of the United States, in this enlightened and 


We will now briefly attend to this. subject, |sum: We have such an high priest, who is! inquiring age. Reader, judge ye, and’ we 
and accordingly weigh well its importance. | set on the right hand of the throne of the | hope that you can discern something “of 
The selection of scripture which heads} Majesty in the heavens.” Heb. viii. al the signs of the times.” 


this communication, contains a part of what | “‘ Who,” (i. e. Christ) “is gone into heaven, 


The very strong testimony of Stephen, is 


St. Stephen said to his opposers, who had and is on the right hand of God ; angels, | sufficient to destroy every vestige of reason- 
very unjustly charged him, in the former | and authorities, and powers being madé sub- ing that has ever been urged in favor of the 


chapter, of ‘‘ speaking blasphemous words | 
against "Moses and against God.” It is sta-| 
ted, when Stephen spake at this time, that 
“he was filled with the, Holy Ghost’’—and 


his views and just conceptions of “ heaven” 
' were so clear, that he “saw the g of 
God, and Jesus sianding on the right hand 


of God.” These words of Stephen are now 
selected:to refute, in the most plain terms, 
the doctrine of the trinity! It is evident from 
their obvious import, if there be any spark 
of truth in the declaration, that such a doc- 
trine cannot be true ! Thet® are several oth- 
er passages of scripture, and we shall trans- 
cribe all that we now recollect, for the partic- 
ular attention of our readers, which confirm 
the statement of Stephen, as containing sim- 
ilar expressions of Christ slanding or silting 
“on the right hand of God’’—and we, no 
doubt, shall confirm the saying of “ Holy 
Writ,” where it is said, “ that in the mouth 
of two or three witnesses every word may 
be established.” St. Matt. xviii. 16. We 
have. confined ourselves wholly, for proof, 
to the New Testament. The texts we have 
reference to are following, viz. And 
* Jesus saith pact. rm ax hast said : nev 
ertheless, I say untd you, hereafter shall ye 
see the Son of man sitéigg on the right hand 
of power, and coming im the clouds of hea- 
ven.” See St. Matt. xxvi. 64.‘ Again 
the high priest asked him, and said unto 
him, art thou the Christ, the Son of the 
blessed ? And Jesus said, I am: and ye 
shall see the Son of man silfing on the right 
hand of power, and: coming in the clouds of 
heaven.” St. Mark xiv’ 61, 62.—“ So then 
after the Lord had spoken unto them, he 
was received up into heaven and sat on the 
right hand of God.” ‘St. Mark xvi. 19— 
“< Hereajler shall the Son of man sit on the 
right hand of the power of God.” St. Luke 
xxii. 69.—“ This Jesus hath God raised up, 
whereof we are all witnesses. Therefore 
being by the right hand of God exalted, and 
having received of the Father the promise ‘4 
the Holy Ghost, he hath shed forth this, whic 
ye now see and hear.” Acts ii. 32, 33.— 
“Which he wrought ia Christ, when he 
raised him from the dead, and set him at his 
own right hand in the heavenly places.” 
Eph, i. 20.—“If ye then be risen with 
Christ, seek those things which are above, 
where Christ sifteth on the right hand of God.” 
See Col. iii. 1.— Who,” (Christ) “ bei 
the brightness of his glory,” (i. e. God’s 
glory) “ and the express image of his per- 
gon, and upholdeth all things by the word of 
his power, when he had by himself purged 





ject unto him.” Pet iii. 22.—Thus saith truth of the trinity. For Stephen was, in 
the various inspired writers, and: perhaps’ the first place, filled ‘“‘ with the Holy Ghost,” 
there are other similar passages which have which the trinitarians hold to be the third 


escaped our notice ; but these are sufficient person inthe god-head, and no one ever pre- 


for our purpose. - tended, {rom this circumstance, to cal] him 
The above divine testimony now before God! And, why not? More on this point 
us, sufficiently corroborates the fact, that soon. And, secondly, he “saw heaven 
the doctrine which the trinitarians maintain opened, and the: Son of man standing on the 
as part of their creed, at the Theologicul in- right hand of God”—{rom these words we 
stitution, Andover, Mass. viz. “that in the learn that Christ was called “the Son of 
od-head are three persons, the Father, the man,” in heaven as well as he was when on 
Son and Holy Ghost ; and that these three | the earth, and he is spoken of by Stephen, 
are one God, the same in substance, equal as he “ was moved by the Holy Ghost,” as 
in power and glory ;” is-entirely destitute of separately and distinctly, as being placed 
scripture proof—and is wholly inconsistent *‘on the right hand of God,” in heaven, as 
with reason and repugnant to common he was when on earth, in saying, ‘‘ my Fa- 
sense. | ther is greater than I.” We would again 
The very idea “ that those three persons | query, if it can be any ways consistent to 
are one God, the same in substance, all equal | infer, that if Stephen were filled with “ the 
in power and glory,” is a genuine solecism Holy Ghost,” the same as what the trinita- 
and a palpable contradiction in terms. QOn-,rians hold and call the infiniie and eternal 
ly consider for a motnent,-kind reader, what | God, what did hinder him from containing 
an absurdity it is to suppose, that one injfi-| or being an infinite God ? Can any such 
nite being, “ the same in substance, equal in; believers tell ? 
power and glory,” is equal to ¢hree infinite | Ifthe Holy Ghost be God, “the same in 
beings, and yet these same three beings = ‘substunce” and equal to three beings, how 
no more, in any seuse, than one. Wew ‘came Stephen by the influence éf the “ Ho- 
now ask, what kind of necessity is there’ to' ly Ghost” to see the other two persons of 
have three infinile persons in the god-head, | the god-head, “ the same in substance,” so 
wh@h qne is just equalto the three. To have ‘plainly, in heaven? Or, how can we account 
a supernumerary number of infinife persons ' for the real distinction that was made, “ in 
connected together in the Great Supreme, | the same substance,” from. earth to heaven, 
without deriving or affording any essential of seeing “the San cf man sifting on the 
benefit from them, seems to be not only ut- right hond of God ?” If it were not for the 
terly impossible, but perfectly incongruous | sake of advocating and maintaining a popu- 


to the words of our Sav.our, when he said, | lar ¢reed of the sole invention of men, no cne , 


“ Then answered Jesus and said unto them, | would doubt the force of Stephen’s declara- 
verily, verily I say unto you, the Son can do|tion. If it were not for human creeds, the 
nothing of himself, but what he seeth the Fa-| people generally would understand the Bi- 
ther do ; for what things soever he doeth,| ble better than they now do. For how 
these also doeth the Son likewise.” See} could Stephen see Christ, called “the Son 
St. John v. 19.—Does Christ here intimate | of man,” siting “ on the right hand of God,” 
that he is “ the same in substance” withthe | ahd then this same “ Son of man” be the 1n- 
Father ? No. He positively declares, that} Finite Jrnovan ? Can the Infinite Eternal 
he “ can do nothing of himself,” and yet it is| sit on the right hand of himself? Is there 
strenuously contended by many, that he is,| any sense in Stephen’s words, if the doc- 
of himself, a self-eristent, independent an@ an | trine of the (riniiy be true ? Or rather, would 
infinile being. To think of supporting two | not his assertion be a mere jargon of non- 
such propositions, so diametrically opposed | sense, if the third person of the god-head 


to each other, is really astonishing, and| were in him, on earth, Whilst the other two — 


there is no more reason in it, as to its being | infinile beings, “ the same in substance,” were 
founded on legical principles, than it would | in heaven, sifting by the side of one another ? 
be to contend that the earth was “the same | and yet they are all one, “ the same in sub- 
in substance, equal in power and glory,” to] stance equal in power and glory !”’ “* Heaven 
heaven ; or that heaven was “the same in| and earth may pass away,” but the doctrine 
substance,” &c. &c. to the earth. The latler| of the Trinity, on this greund, cannot be sur- 
proposition is just as plausible as the former, | passed for absurdity in any thing that can be 
and how “inexpressibly strange’? it is, that | named under the light of heaven. 

the former should comprise a part of the creed | Middleboro,’ 1826. B.C iy eee 
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LETTER, 

To Rev. Solomon Sias, Editor of Zion’s Her-| 

. ald, | 

Sin—The following Note which appear- | 

ed in your paper of thie 18th ult. is of so. 

surprising a nature, and written in such a 


| censorious style, that we trust you will not per. Now, sir, permit us to ask what evi- 
iment in addressing a few re-' dence you have for this charge upon us ?— 


deem us imp 


marks to you, as the Editor, upon the 7 


‘6 DEATH OF AN INFIDEL, 


“‘ The wicked shall not live out half their you cannot, that we pledge ourselves in this 
days,” and while they do live they shall’ publick manner, to discontinue this paper 
have much wrath and contention. ‘This re-| forever, and as publickly own ourselves the 
flection has been excited by the sudden sué~"basest of the base, if you will point out to 


pension of the “Christian Telescope,” a 
paper printed at Providence, R. I. When! 
an infidel dies the Christian’s-heart is op- | 
— with sorrow, and feels a trembling 

orror at the fate of a fellow-being entering 
upon the realities of eternity without the 
sweet consolations of religion to attend him ; 
but when an infidel paper expires we need 
have ao such sadness. Our joy might be 
unmingled did we not recollect that the same | 
spirit, which nourished and sustained, for a 





may Still live, and that the injurious voice! 
of this publication, though dead, may yet’ 
speak. Its influeace may yet lengthen a’ 
track of desolation towards eternity. This: 
is one of the dreadful responsibilities under 
‘which error should tremble and turn pale.—_ 
Tad souls of thousands may not be innocent+ 
ty evi@ed with, and tutled to rest With a sulig.. 
of false security.” 
“Whether this publication died by the su- 
acidal thrusts of a brother, with whom it 
fought to the last moment, or whether it fell 
on the open field in fair fighting with an, 
‘* Auti”’-antagonist, no groan has told us.— 
“‘ If the righteous are scarcely saved, where 
shall the ungodly and sinner appear.” 
Permit us, Sir, to say in the onset, that 
from a long acquaintance with you, as a pub- 
dic servant, we did not expect to see an ar- 
ticle of so illiberal a character, in the Her- 
ald, while under your control. We hadcon-. 
sidered you quite a different man, but we have 
been left at the expiration of “ half our 
days,” to learn that the seeds of extermina-. 
ting animosity rankles even im your breast, 
and that you have not escaped the contami- 
nating influence of that superficial and cruel, 
doctrine, which you profess. There are, 
sir, several parts of your notice which we 
should be uamannerly to you, and traitors to 
ourselves, not to notice ; and not among the 
deast'is the illiberal reflection, with which 
your notice commences: That being, how- 
ever bat a common place refiection among 
Editors and professors of your persuasion, 
we will pass it by with the simple remark, 
that it displays in an eminent manner, what, 
that spirit of which you are possessed, would | 
accomplish, had it the means. Sut, your| 
next remark we cannot.so easily pass over, 
containing as it does, a most unwarraniable 


== 


| we have ever been the determined opponents 


‘expense of truth dhd fair dealing. 


‘sir ! That we did not die in the open field in 


With these few remarks, permit us to bid 
you adieu, earnestly recommending you in 
future, to act more upon that peaceful spirit 
of the gospel, which enjoins you to do by 
others as you would have, them do unto you. 

In behalf of the late Editors, I subscribe 
myself, respectfully yours, &c. 

RE a rt IER 


and disgraceful charge—a charge of infi- 
delity. You say, “ when ah infidel dies, the 
christian’s heart is oppressed with sorrow, 
&c. But, when an infidel } expires, we 
need have no such sadness.” This charge 
cannot be mistaken, as the whole tenor of 
ypur remarks are pointed directly to our pa- 
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Will you, sir, point yourreaders to the page 
i] To «A Be.iever ty Divine Revevation,”’ 


where such sentiments have been advanced 


by us? No, sir! So confident are we that| who ared in the Telescope, Sept. 2d, 
and Oct. 14th. . 
Sir:— oe 


Permit me-to say, from the variety of feel- 
ings which your writings indicate, and from 
the astonishing @iscrepancy which seems to 

ervade them, Lam quite at a loss to con- 
jecture what manner of person you are. 
View them as the productions of one and the 
same person, and certainly the contrariety of 
sentiment which they embrace, gives them a 
most a Do but follow 
me patiently, and, think, the oddity of char- 
acter which they display will be apparent 
even to yourself. I am sensible that it enti- 
tles you to a degree of indulgence, which a 

erson of ordinary disposition could not ask. 
i presume it originates, however, in the 
treachery of your head, and not in any mo- 
tives derogatory to that benevolent heart, 
which I doubt not you in reality possess. 
But to proceed— 

In your paper of the 14th inst. in answer 
to my address to you through the Telescope 
of the previous yeek, you write, in relation 
to your previows ‘address in the same paper 
of Sept. 2d,.4s follows,—“ J charged you 
with being a Dewtt, &c. Meet me candidly 
upon this points @s it is the only one of any 
importance ; and ot! of which all my other 
remarks concerning you arose”—and be- 
cause I did not in my communication men- 
tioned, acquit myself of ‘that charge, which, 
as you say, or represent as being the on/y 
charge of importance pressed against me, 
you complain most sorely, and-say, I seem, 
“by my wanderings, either to have lost 
sight of the miain subject, or else” “ deter- 
mined not to come to a discussion’’ of it. 

Now, my gentle sir, to this T would re- 
join, that i did not once dreatn, from the 
purport of your paper of Sept. 2d, that your 
only charge against me, was that of being a 
Dewt. And I appeal to your own candor 
to say, which one of your readers can ra- 
tionally infer, or even suspect that I oughé 
to have so concluded, or that I ought to 
have so shaped my reply, when they do but - 
read what you have deliberately said in your 


your readers, the sentiments which you 
charge us with disseminating, in the col- 
umns of this paper. On the contrary, sir, 


of infidelity, even among those whom we 
considered our brethren ; and this we be- 
lieve you carinot be ignorant of, as scarcely 
a number have we published, in which clear 
and indubifable proof may not be found of 
the fact, Your charge, therefore we are 
compelled to believe is as malicious as it is 
unfounded, and we shall be warranted in so 
believing, and in representing you to the 
world, as the slanderer of our “‘ good name” 
umil you can show some plausible reasons 
for so doing. Again we shall pass over 
your remarks, until we come to the closing 
sentence, as what comes between is unwor- 
thy of the least notice, being but a beggarly 
attempt to biacken eur characters, et the 
n clos- 
ing, you pretend to be ignorant of the cause 
of the suspension of our paper. This, sir, 
permit us to say, we do not beliéve, as the 
reasons were plainly set forth in our 12th 
number, from which you must have learned 
the fact, that it was discontinued at all. No, 


fair fighting, we should suppose you not ig- 
norant, as in more than one instance, we be- 
lieve you, or the editor under your control, 
had shrunk from the contest when directly 
addressed through the medium of our col- 
umns, and that too, after having commenced 
hostilities upon us, by the publication of ar- 
ticles as unfounded, as the one under con- 
sideration ; whieh we and the publick are 
warranted to consider as direct evidence, 
that you are afraid to meet us in the “ open 
field in fair fighting.” We should be glad 
to see proof to the contrary, but this attempt 
to slander us, when you had reason to be- 
lieve we had no means of replying to your 
attack, falls far short of the desired proof; 
and on the contrary, tends more and more /last mentioned paper? Look at the lan- 
to satisfy us, that you dare not do it, and! guage you there used. It reads thus :— 
that despairing of conquering us by fair, you | nor do I complain of you fe being a Deist, 
will not shrink from the use of foul means, | or publishing and defending your senti- 
in accomplishing our ruin. But of this kind; ments.” Upon the charge of wandering 
of wariare we are not afraid, as the God of | therefore, in this particular, I, trust my de- 
justice in his unerring Providence has so or- fence will need no further comment, in the 
deved, that the calumnies of the slanderer! judgment of our mutual readers. I will only 
shall eventually recoil upon his own head. add, that had I suspected for a moment, that 
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my Deism was the “ ground” of your 
fe : ‘ Props te of my first 
essay, you never would have been troubled 
with any remarks from me. For instead of 
being a stickler for names, I choose rath- 


er to test the principles of every religion, 
cp Sew Pine mg maoak, gery Sed 

ir consistency with the knowledge of God, im- 
pregnated with nature, “ looking, not 
to what is called a good name for reward, but 
to itself.” ; 

But sir, to be honest, I must frankly say, 
in contradiction to what you have big that 
the c e of Deism is netyafter all, the on- 
ly ame or “ main — of your com- 
=_— against the sentiments of my essay. 
to your paper of 2d, and you 
will there find yourself saying, that the only 
consistent inference which can be drawn 
from the premises of my essay, is, that both 
Christ and his_apostles “were either knaves 
or fools.”” _Now will you say, that Deism 
teaches that Christ and his apostles were 
either knaves or fools? Ifyou would, then 
in acquitting yourself of having charged me 
only with Deism, you fall inte. another most 
palpable error, and attribute to Deism, what 
is altogether inconsistent with it and with 
truth. But on the other hand, if you would 
not say that much, then you stand convieted, 
first of having charged me with something 
more than Deism, and secendly, offhaving 
afterwards denied the fact. Qf this, I am 
perfectly willing the reader should judge. 

. Again—you write in your paper of the 
14th inst. as fallows:—“ I'gm not; nor have I 
been contending with you about the prefera- 
bility and greater moral begaty of the New 
Testament.” Now sir, I would ask you and 
your readers, if in your paper.of Sept. 2d, 
you did not designedly complain, of censure and 
satirize the idea maintained in my essay, viz:— 
that the New Testament is more perfect and 
preferable to the old, and therefore the old 
. 1s imperfect ;—and did you not do so, clearly 
with a view to-hold up a contrary idea? In 
speaking of me, your language is as fol- 
lows,—“ His pr (approbation and) 
preference to the morality of the New Testa- 
ment, betrays either an unpardonable igno- 
rance of what the New Testament contains; 
or what is worse, an intention to deceive the 
unwary ;” and a little further on, you say, 
“that both Christ and his apostles recom- 
mend the same morality which is taught in 
the Pentateuch, and by the Prophets.” Now 
does not this language look like contending 
about the preferability and relative merits of 
the old and New Testaments? If you did 
not mean to deny, or _—- the fact, that one 
of the two is preferable, to the other, why did 
you insist @n having it distinctly understood 
that the two were just alike.and-the “ same?” 
Or why did you speak of my pretended pre- 
ference! I cannot but apprehend, that your 
readers will have discernment enough to dis- 
cover that you did there contend about the 
preferability of the New Testament, notwith- 





standing yow deny the fact in your paper r ~ word of disrespect. 


the 14th inst. And if so, by referring to the 
Telescope of the 7th inst. they will be satis- 
fied also that I did not lose sight of this part 
of your charge, notwithstanding you accuse 


me of “ wandering, ” and of fosing sight of 


the subject matter of your previous paper, 
But again, as above quoted, you say that 
“Christ and his apostles recommend the 
same moralily which is taught in the Penta- 
teuch, &c.”’ 
14th inst. you acknowledge that I adduced 
in my last paper, “ proof that the New Tes- 
tament instructions [do] furnish more exalt- 
ed and sublime views of the character of God 
and designs of his wisdom and moral govern- 
ment, than the Old.” This, recollect is your 
language, not mine. And now sir, please to 
contrast the more exalted designs of the moral 
government of Deity, which you acknowl- 
edge are furnished by the New Testament, 
with the éess exalted designs of his moral 
government, furnished by the old, and then 


say if there is not a difference in them,—if 


there is not a difference between “ more” and 
less, and jf that difference can exist, while 
the two systems are one andthe same? This 
looks like the logic of our mutual frieads, 
the Trinitarians. But say further, if the fact 


acknowledged in your language just quoted, | 


is not in direct opposition to the idea held 
out by you, (that the morality ef the two 
books are the same) when you charged me 


with ‘‘either an unpardonable ignorance of 


what the New Testament contained, or what 


iS WOrs@, an intention to deceive the upwa-' 


ry”—either of which charges, by the way 
let me'remind you, # fally proved, would 
constitute Deism or prove me a Deist. 

I will not dwell longer upon the character 
of your wyitings. I cannot think that I wan- 
dered from your first paper, but in your se- 
cond paper, you seem to me to have wander- 
ed from yourself However, if I did, I trust 
that I have redeemed myself by sticking to 
you this time, and that you will not complain 
more of my having neglected the merits of 
your two papers. In what I have said, I 
think you must acknowledge that I have not 
travelled out of the road. i would proceed 
farther, and inquire, how you intended to be 
understood, when you said in your paper of 
the 14th inst. that I have a perfect right to 
publish and defend my sentiments, “and may 
do tt with honour” to myself, &c. in view of 
what you had previously said in your paper 
of Sept. 2d, viz: that the communication 
which contained my sentiments “ is a blow 
aimed with deadly intention at the very root 
of the whole system of revealed religion;” 
and after saying that “ the only consistent in- 
ference” which can be drawn from the pre- 
mises which I built upon, is that Christ end 
his apostles “were either knaves or fools” — 
but I fear your patience will be over loaded, 
and I may provoke you to retire in silence. 
However, let me assure you sir, that I feel 





no ill will towards you, nor would I utter 


But sir, in your paper of the, 


There is still one 
other part of your last r, which I must 
not fail to notice further; . 
me it seems, a downright quibble, then it must 
be answered fairly. -_ 
so contend that God “spake to Moses 
e to face,” but “ that seeing and speaking 
‘are the exercise of two faculties, which are 
(entirely different.” You further say if [ 
| should succeed in making it appear that 
God could not speak to es face to face, 
without being seen face to face by the latter 
then, &c. But” in the present case you 
continue to say, I have created my “own 
phantom, and then labored to annihilate it.” 
* Now sir it appears to me, after you haye 
quoted a passage, which says “the Lord 
spake unto Moses face to face, as a man speak- 
ethto his friend,” you are unreasonable in cak 
ling upon me to prove that the fawo faces saz 
each other when they thus spake. For if 
they did as the passage certifies, speak unto 
each other “as a man speaketh unto his friend’! 
the natural and only consistent inference is 
that they saw each other face to face as a 
man sees his friend when he speaks to him face 
to face. Now if such be the natural infer- 
ence, and I leave the reader to decide be- 
tween us upon the fact, then the burthen of 
proof, to show that he did not see him, resta 
upon you and not upon me to prove the con- 
trary. However, to convince you that my 
construction is radically and incontroverti- 
bly correct, as well as logically so, let me 
ask you, if John did not mean to be under- 
\gtaid that'he should eee his friends face th 
face, when he wrote unto them thus—“ I trust 
to come unto you, and speak face to face, 
that our joy may be full.” 2. John 12. also$ 
John 14, where the same idea may be found. 
And how could the writer be understood fn 
a different sense, in Acts 25, 16, where 
it is said, the ‘accused have the accus- 
ers face to face.”” Can it mean that the ac- 
cused do not see their accusers face to face? 
Depend upon it the thread of your distinc- 
tion is so extremely nice, that the pressure of 
the atmosphere alone breaks it to pieces. 
I can only conceive of a place where it can 
exist, by my conceptions of an intellectual 
vacuum, However, not being altogether 
dependant upon the natural inferences of the 
writers of the Old Testament in order to 
prove that Moses did see the Lord face to 
face according to the literal meaning of those 
writers, and to prove that their literal mean- 
ing is in direct contradiction to the literal 
meaning of the New Testament, which says 
** No man hath seen God at any time,” and 








phorically understood, I will adduce for your 
@onsideration, a piece of positive tcstimony to 
that effect. Moses in one of the interviews 
which he is said to have had with the Lord, 
is made to say unto him, in Numbers, ch. 14, 
vy. 13 and 14, as follows: “ Then the E- 
gyptians shall hear it, &c. and they will tell 
it to the inhabitants of this land; for they 





r if it is not as to. 


therefore ought not to be literally but meta- _ 
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have heard that thou Lord art among 


sEEN God face to face, and my life is preser- 
ved.” Isnot thisenough? If you say no, 


then let me ask you one serious question. If | 
Moses did not see the face of the Lord, or of | 


something which he designated by that name 


when he talked with him, how did he know. 
that he talked with the Lord face to face? Or 
how did he know that the Lord appeared in; 


the form of a face? Take my answer if you 
cannot substitute a better, which is that he 
saw only mentally.—He saw no form. It was 
imagination only; andif in his waking hours | 
it was at atime when his mind was wrought. 
up asin adream, so that it not only proposed 
questions, but of itself furnished answers to 
them. In adream we all know how won-. 
derful are the operations of the mjnd. It 
will hold conversation with a dozen persons | 
apparently, put them questions, furnish their | 
answers, listening at the same time to the in- | 
formation which they contain; and see each | 
speaker face to face—but, after all, these 
several parts are performed and the several 
characters are created by itself alone. There | 
is a height of mental enthusiasm which | 
produces similar effects upon persons, even | 
in, their waking hours ; insomuch, at least, 
as to lead them to imagine, that they actu-. 
ally see heaven, hell, angels, demons and spec-' 
tres, of all species conceivable, when in fact , 


nothing of the kind appears. Even darkness through all your communications, that the 
alone js sufficient to affect the minds of sam, Tet: and Mis: was not-edited by arassotin- 


persons, in exactly the way which I wish te 
describe, notwithstanding these persons, at 
such times, strive with all their powers to 
convince themselves, that the evil is in the im- 
agination alone, and strive withall to resist 
those very fears and sensations, which trans- 
port them so far beyond the control of rea- 
son. But if such persons are unable to 
avoid such effects upon their minds, when 
they strive to resist them, is it at all wonder- 
ful, that the mind of an enthusiast, though 
awake himself, should be similarly affected 
even in the day time, and especially too, 
when, instead of siriring to avoid such a state 
of perturbation and derangement, their very 
wishes and anrielies are calculated to urge 
them on and info tt, insensibly as it were ? 
The man of cool reflection and reason 
cannot but discover and lament the in- 
fluence which superstition has had in per- 
verting the language of the Bible into mean- 
ings which are opposed.to every thing—the 
laws of God revealed in nature, the laws of 
reason, and even the dictates of common 
sense. But I must draw to a close, and in 


doing it would sincerely thank you for ‘your: 
kind wishes, and in return could wish, that 
you may realise the high consolation of un- 
retaaiiag the beauties of holiness and the 
moral government of Deity, as displayed in 
Nature around us; and that you may be 
able to distinguish between those measures 
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isfwhich are becoming the dignity of an om | 
people, that thou Lord art szEN Face TO’ hipotent, omniscient and immutable God, and 
race, &c,” But again, what experience had 
Jacob upon this subject? He says “I have) 


those which are inconsistent with such attri- 
butes. ‘THEOPHILANTHROPIST. 
Portland, Me. Oct,.25, 1826. 


FOR THE TELESCOPE AND MISCELLANY. 


LETTER, 
To the Editor of the “ Christian Intelligen- 
= cer.” 
Dear Sir and Brother, 

Your reply to a former letter of mine, de- 
mands a eo brief and candid notice , and | 
in justice to you and myself, I respectfully 
offer you the following remarks— 

.~/¥our reply contains a direct denial of ev- 
er having pointed to a certain young gen- 
tleman in this town, in such a manner as 
very nearly to name him as the editor of the 
Telescope and Miscellany ; and you frankly 
inform mé that you had not your eye upon, 
any young man, &c. at the time you wrote. 

Iam happy to be informed by you, sir, 
that to designate any young gentleman in 
particular, was not the -design of your re- 
jected, nor any of your subsequent ¢ommu- 
nications : Yet I think I was justified in the 
conclusion which I then expressed, upon the 
following grounds— 

1. The rejected communication was super- 
scribed to “ Rev. J*** §. G*****,”” of this 
town: You spake concerning the editor, as 
of one that was young and inexperienced : 
You seemed to carry along the impression 


authorship of “A Believer’s” communica- 
tion : And this also is predicated upon the 
language of your rejected article. You 
commence your reply to Bekever, &c. with 
“ Rev. Mr.” and. presume that he is ‘(as 
justly entitled to the divine epithet, as most 
of those on whom it is’ conferred””—~Again, 
you inquire—“ Shall I be misrepresented in 
tuture byglter. Scribblers or beardless quill- 
drivers,” &e. + - 

Now, Sir, I could not suppose that you 
intended by this address to designate pa 
preacher of ur order: And who, but the 
Brother above: d, could any man in his 
senses suppose ‘yOu intended to designate ? 
You had giyenmo. intimation that you sus- 
pected any ot particular. If you had 
not your eye 0} it is indeed, a most as- 
ines circu e that you should have 

opted langu which so strongly indi- 
callikauch a cutiiien: At Saphire at 
that time fully satisfied that you did believe 
him to be both the,editor of the paper, and 

‘author of 4 Behever’s letter. A denial 

h intention on your part, however, is 

all that I can ask to satisfy me that you did 
not use these epithets with an impression 
that Br. G. was intended thereby, though 









yousifrmer language, I think is directly 
¢ d to carry such a conviction to the 
mind, , ‘e 


3. Relative to my former statement, that 
you called your reply to my letter a piece o 
pleasantry ; you have an advantage of me, 
by giving it as a quotation, whereas, I onl 


, pgave it as the weaning of the language 
tion of gentlemen, but was the work ofsome | you employed. 1 sed the word pleasantry, 


young and inexperienced hand. What could 
I think of your expressions on page 78, 
where you inform your readers that you sus- 
pected the paper was “‘ conducted mainly by 
an inexperienced, beardless youth ?”’ Had you 
received any previous intelligence that any 
other youth than the brother above mention- 
ed had any concern with the paper ? What 
conclusions must I then adopt, other than 
that you supposed hi to be the editor, and 
meant to fix such an impression upon the 
minds of such of your readers as knew, him 
to be a licenced preacher of our order, and 
the publisher and proprietor of the Tele- 
scope and Miscellany ? I could not fix my 
mind upon any other than him, to whom 
these remarks and appellations would ‘with 
any consistency apply,.nor did I ever doubt 
that such was your intention, until I saw 
your denial. ence I offered the state- 
ment; which you kindly imform me was a 
misapprehension of your meaning. It gives 
me pleasure, however, to be corrected in, 
and to acknowledge any mistake or error 
Which I may have committed. 

2. Having explained the reasons for sup- 
posing that you intended to designate a cer- 





tain young gentleman of this town as editor, ' 
&c. I will now offer you the principal rea- 
son why I was made to believe that you 
charged to the same editorial concern, the | 


instead of the words, humourous satire, be- 
cause I thought that such was the meaning 
which you really meant to convey: But it 
seems that vou are unwilling I should make 
use of a term which conveys a milder sense 
than those which you saw fit to adopt. Per- 
haps in taking this liberty, I have erred ; 
but if it be an ertor, the error was entirely 
in your favours:since humourous satire, in 
our language, signifies something worse that’ 
mere pleasantry,:for it*is allowed to carry 
with it the tdeavof ill ature. Therefore, 
upon a review of the subject of your com- 
plaint, im.this particular, I think ‘you will 
discover no real necessity for withdrawing 
the declaration, since the terms which you 
there employed might have been used by 
me in the same manner, and to more point- 
ed advantage. 

4. Your complaint of my neglect to give 
you the history ofthe number of editors of 
the Tel. and Mis. is quite gratuitous, since 
ithey were presumed to be capable of fur- 
mishing you with any information on that 
score, if they saw fit ; and if they chose to 
withhold their names, it was not my busi- 
ness to disclose them. But after all, this 
complaint comes with rather an ill grace 
from you, for you have already found much 
fault with me for interfering’ with the ‘con- 
cerns of others. 












5. You. ask, whether you have not as 
much reason for accusing me of being pas- 
sionate ini my remarks, as I have for thus ac- 


cusing you. 

In reply, I would not deny the fact that I 
thus accused you, because I am conscious 
of having used (not that, but) another term 
(wrath) which signifies quite as much. And 


sir, can you read your communications, of a | ® 


previous date, without discovering strong in- 
dications of wrath in them? For they cer- 
tainly wear such an appearance to me and 
to numerous others. But after acareful re- 
view ofmy former ouin the Tel. 
and Mis. I can discover them neither the 

igns of wrath or passion. am perfectly 
willing, however, to submit case to the 
decision of our mutual rei . 

6. As it respects your motives and feelings, 
you alone can be the proper judge ; for it 
was not your motives, of which I complain- 
ed; it was only the character of the lan- 
guage which you em . You have a 
right to explain your matiyes, and I shaliibe 
the more gratified with a favourable inter- 
pretation. = 

Lastly ; I did not discover in your edito- 
rial communications any thing like evidence 
that I should be treated with any g 
gree of mildness, should I give you my 
name. And as you Made no demand tothat 
effect, how could I suppose that y@u were 
desirous of possessing it. But as you are 
already in possession of my private signa- 
ture, it is needless to say more on the sub- 


I have no wish, nor have I gny interest in 
prewnsing a controversy with you. If I 

ve done you any wrong, make it appear, 
and the satisfaction shall be prompt and en- 
tire, to the utmost of my abilities, And in 
case you continue to publish Deistical sen- 
timents for the gratification of your corres- 
pondents, you will be under the necessity of 
hearing, occasionally, from your old friend 


in Rhode-Island, who in sincere affection, | 


subscribes himself 
A Believer in Dinine Revelation. 


(Hartford) Religious Inquirer. 

The first number of Vol. 6th was issued 
from the press the 25th ult. under the care 
- of Br. R. Canfield, who is to be the future 
publisher and proprietor of that useful peri- 
odical. The appearance of the workman- 
ship augurs much in its favqur: And as the 
greater part of the original’matter for sever- 
al of the last volumes, we understand, has 
come from the pen of that gentleman, when 
he had no interest to serve by his labours, 
except to advance the cause of truth ; we 
may now reasonably anticipate an increase 
of interesting matter, from the joint efforts of 
himself and the literary character of the Ed- 
itor. 
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POETRY. 


** Sing ye praises with understanding.” 





The following lines were c 
lady, who has passed through the horror and 
darkness of believing in the doctrine of end- 
less misery, in the midst of sickness and 
loom, and who has been enlightened to be- 
hold Jesus; the Lamb of God, who taketh 
away the sin of the world. ‘Though now af 
flicted with blindness, and much bodily dis- 
tress, she enjoys sweet peace of soul, and in 
the apparently near approach of death, ex- 
perienced the support of her faith, and the 
consolation of her unwavering trust in God. 


CONSOLATION IN AFFLICTION. 
Our Father. 
Our, God, our true, unchanging Friend, 
Our Father, thou art all to me ; 
What raptures in these titles blend ! 
O teach me, child-like, to depend, 
And let my spirit rest in thee. 


Thou art our Father ; trusting still, 
Pll cleave to thee, though griefs assail, 
O let me sink mto thy will, 

Believing love can work no ill, 

For thy compassions never fail. 


Thou art our Father ; O ’tis sweet, 
In truth’s unerring words to rest ; 
What thou ordain’st resign’d to meet, 
To lie submissive at thy feet, 

Or lean upon thy faithful breast. 


Thou art our Father ; still the choice 

To love and praise thee must be mine , 
By inspiration’s sacred voice, 

Thou bidd’st this spacious earth rejoice, 
Because thou reign’st, and power is thine. 


Thou art my Father, blissful thought ! 
And O my Father, thou art God ! 
Consoling truths with transports fraught ! 
I trace the wonders love bath wrought, 
In all the steps my feet have trod. 


Thou art our Father, we are thine : 
I hail sweet mercy’s boundless rays, 
I hear tliee say all souls are mine, 
I see impartial goodness shine, 

In all thy works, in all thy ways. 


Our Father God, thy power assert, 
And set thy weary captives free, 
Unshaken confidence impart, 
O rend the véil from every heart, 
And haste the glorious jubilee.— Rel. Ing. 
| i nceetenmmteinmeniieettninthiiads wae oe 
MARRIED, 
In this town, by Rev. Mr. Wilson, Mr, 
Joseph Yates, to Miss Martha-Ann Russell, 
daughter of Mr. Jeremiah Russell, of Noble- 
borough, Me. and formerly ofthis town. 
By Rev. Mr. Gano, Mr. Ira Gray, to Miss 
Harriet Newman, daughter of Mr. John 
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} PROMISED. 


In Pawtucket, Mr. Wilber Wheaton, to 
iss Ann Peck.—Mr, Henry Mathews, of 
Warwick, to Miss Susan Baker, of the for- 


r place. 
In Johnston, by Rev. Mr. Cheney, Mr. 


Angell, of the former place. 

In the First Universalist Meeting-House 
in Nantucket, 22d ult: by Rev. Mr. Morse, 
Mr. John W. Olin, formerly of East-Green- 
wich, R. I. to Miss Elizabeth Hussey, of the: 
former place. . 





DIED, 

In this town, 10th inst. Mr. Martin Smith, 
aged 39 years. 

On Saturday morning last, Amelia Snow, 
daughter of Mr. Thomas J, Sprague, aged 
3 years and 11 months. 

* On Snnday morning, Mrs. Lydia Tyler, 
wife of the late Wm. Tyler, Esq. in her 68th 
year, 
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PRINTING. 


HE SUBSCRIBERS Respectfully inform the 
Public, that they have formed a connexion in 
business under the firm of 


CRANSTON & MARSHALL, 
(Office Nd. &, North-Main-St.) 

And are reacly, at all times, to receive and execute 

orders for Letter Press PRINTING, of any kind. 

They have large founts of handsome Boox Typss, 


the business, they feel assured they shall be able to 
gpve satisfaction. ¢ They have, also, just received a 
great'varicty of Jos Typss, from the newest cuts, 
which makes their assortment as complete as any in 
Town. Ail Orders for Jos Puriwriye, of any kind, 
with which they may be favored, shajl be executéd 
‘in the nearssr ManyeR, and with DESPATCH. 
Circulars, Blanks of all kinds, Checks, Cards, Bull 
Tickets, &e. &e. done in as good style as elsewhere. 
LOTTERY TICKETS; SuOW-BILLS, 
and any other work, done in Dirrersnt Coievns, in- 
a Stvle inferiour to none, and AT THE TIME 
BARZILLAI CRANSTON. 
December 2, WILLIAM MARSHALL. 
N. B.—STAMPS, &c. &c. for Mantfacturers and 


| others, done in Get» and Sitver Leavy, on reasona- * 


ble terms, by C. & M. 


MISS ANN PAGE 
Respectfully informs the parents of young 





| children of both sexes in and near High-st. 


west side, that she intends opening a Scuoot 
in the house of Capt. James Graves, on 


Monday, Dec. 4. Having for the last eight 


years. exclusively devoted her attention to 
the instruction of youth, she feels competent 
to teach the following branches, viz. read- 
ing, writing, English grammar, geography 
and history, plain sewing and fine needle 
work. The exertions of friends for obtain- 
ing an adequate number of scholars will be 
gratefully acknowledged. 

Refer to Samuel Dexter, Esq. Wm. P. 
Greene, Rev. David Pickering, Wm. Aplin, 
Esq. and Samuel W. Wheeler. 





Newman, of this town. 


rovidetice, Nov. 25, 1826. 





Thomas Angell, of this town, to Miss Anna | 


and from a long experience, and strict attention to — 
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